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RKMARKS I 

The Specification was amended to add the title ''Briel Description of the Drawingf' before 

the descriptions of the eleven Fiizurcs. ] 

■i 
■i 

The Spocirication wiis aJso amended to include the claim to priority to mutch thjit of tlie 
Declaration inlhis cjLse. * 
('laims 1-22 and 25-5 1 ;ire pending in the application. 
Claims 1.-18, 20-22. 25-46. 48 and 50 have been withdrawn. 
Claims 1 9, 47. 49 and 5 1 inland rejected. 

Claim 51 has been canceled. i 

35 u.s.c. f n2 ; 

Claims 19. 47, 49 and 5 1 yiand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second pai'agraphi as 
being indefinite for lnilint! ro parricularly point out and distinctly claim the subject niauci- whiclv 
Applicant regards as the invention. Specifically the term "semi-crystalline" is considc(v(i 
subjective and dierefore unclear. Clainas 19, 47, and 49 are mistakingly included in thi>s I 

rejecLion. since the offensive term "semi-crystalline" does not appear.in these claims. C:iiiim 5 1 . 

ft 

which was specifically lo a "semi-crystalline thermoplastic resin" has been canceled, ma^dng ti)is 
rejection mute. 

35 IJ.S.C. ^$10 2(e) and \ 03 (a) 

Claim 51 stands rejected under 35 IIS.C. §102{e) as anticipated, or, in the ali^M nafivc. 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(ii) as obvious over US 6,143,826 or over Mehler Kuntstoffe. (J)cL I^ASS 
88(10). 1 872, 1 874, 1 876. Claim 51 lias been canceled, making the rejection mute. . 

Doubl e Patenting Rejection 

Please note that the present case was filed in the US on December 1. 2000. 

I JS Application No. 9/884, 1 08 was filed June 20, 2001 . \ 

US 6. 762,245 w;is tiled December 3, 2001 . ; 



PA(X 6f7'RCVDAT7/19/2005 11:28:18 AM [Eastern Daylight Time]*SVR:USPTO{F)^^^ 



.,F-ROM ARKEMA INC. - INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY (TUE) 7. 19' 05 10 :38/ST. 10: 33/NO. 4862,261681 P 7 

l0/7ita832 \ 

1 

\ 

Claims 19, 47, 49 and 51 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created ddclrine oJ* 

obviousness-Lype double pnlenUnji us being unpatentable over claims 1-3, 5-16, 18-20. aad 22-26 

oC copending Application No. 9/884,108. As noted above, the instant application washiS filed 

on neccmbcr 1 , 2000, while ihe US application 9/884,108 has a US filing dale of June j20 2001. 

Thus, wliilc there is only a provisional obviousness- type double patenting rcjccti<Mv suc\^ n 

rejection is improper in the instant case, as it has a US filing date prior to the reference. |;ukI thus 

i 

there is no time period to tlischiim. even if both applications are allowed. | 

(.'laims 19, 47, 49 and 51 ;ue rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as bmv^ unpatentable over claims 1-19 of US Patent Number 6,762.245. 
liled on December 3. "2001 This rejection is also improper in the instant case, as it i|ias a UvS 
tiling dale prior to the reference, and thus there is no time period to disclaim. 

i 

Since all rcjcetiomi are now mute, and claims 19, 47 iuid 49 Stand with no objections or 

' ULfi 

rejections. Applicant believes the claims herein should be allov/able to the Applicrjni. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance are requested. 

Respectfi-illy submitted. 



espectnuiv submitt 



Dale: July 18.2005 i 

"I homas F. Rolandj l~sq. [ |— 

Attorney for the Appliciinis ■: 
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2000 Market Street ' 
Philadelphia. FA 19103-3222 
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